
Earl, 
 
Good speaking with you today - sounds like you are a busy guy. 
 
Here is the information on a product that could be used to isolate the work site: Portadam, Inc (phone # 
1-800-346-4793). 
 
Also, although we did not discuss this while on the phone, I wanted to let you know that any upland 
work not impacting the water may proceed as soon and whenever you are ready to commence activities 
without having any effects upon bull trout, providing that the generation of any project-related 
water/debris/sediment would not enter the river. Mainly the remaining concerns we have is with 
potential impacts to bull trout related to bank work as that has the potential to affect bull trout. In order 
for us to assess the potential effects to bull trout we really need a very detailed project description 
related to how and when isolation of the work site from the river will occur. If you need to initiate bank 
work activities (coffer dam construction, etc.) prior to July 15 we most likely will need to complete a 
formal consultation.  
 
We also have a couple more minor comments/questions. The BA indicates that foundation fragments 
(page 2-7 of the BA) may be used for replacement riprap. If foundation fragments are composed of 
concrete, we would discourage that as a form of riprap as concrete will deteriorate over time, which may 
locally affect water quality. On July 21, 2011, Jay Martini asked Cameron for clarification of water 
treatment. Cameron's response on August 5, 2011, which he indicated was EPA's response, was that 
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groundwater will be initially treated with a water/oil separator. If treated water still contains elevated 
levels of contaminants, it will either undergo a second treatment or be removed to a certified disposal 
site. Our question is what criteria will be used to decide if second treatment will be employed or if water 
will be disposed of at a certified waste disposal facility. We would suggest that if contaminant levels in 
treated water remain above background water quality levels, that such contaminated ground water be 
disposed of at the disposal facility. The response from Cameron is not clear on the ultimate fate of 
contaminated water. We would like assurances that no contaminated water (above background levels) 
will be discharged to the St. Joe River. Finally, could you define "non-eording gravel matertial". 
 
Thanks, 
 
************************************************* 
Bryon Holt 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Northern Idaho Field Office, Spokane, WA 
Telephone: (509) 893-8014 
Fax: (509) 891-6748 
Blackberry: (509) 209-0711 
email: bryon_holt@fws.gov 
*************************************************
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